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JEREMIAH COLEMAN 


Mr. McCarran, from the Committee on the Ju liciary, submitted the 


following 
REPORT 
H. R. 2072 


} 


} 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill 
(H. R. 2072) for the relief of Jeremiah Coleman, havine considered 


the same, reports favorably thereon, without amendment, and recom- 
mends that the bill do pass. 


PURPOS! 


The purpose of the proposed legislation is to pay the sum 
to Jeremiah Coleman, of Brooklyn, N. Y., in full settlement 
claims against the United States for expenses incurred in connec 
with the emergency appendectomy performed on his son John F 
Coleman, United States Navy, on the evening of December 25, 1949 


t ? 
1On 


STATEMENT 


On the evening of December 25, 1949, John Francis Coleman, jour- 
nalist, third class, United States Navy, suffered an acute attack of 
appendicitis. The suddenness of the attack made it necessary that 
his father (the claimant mentioned in H. R. 2072) locate and engage 
surgeons to perform the necessary operation. 

The operation was successful and the recovery was uneventful. 
The surgeon and his assistant submitted bills for a total of $500 for 
their services. The claimant paid these bills and then sought reim- 
bursement from the Navy. The Department of the Navy agreed to 
reimburse Mr. Coleman for part of this expense ($200). However, 
the Department considered the remainder of the fee excessive and 
refused to reimburse the claimant for it. The Department used the 
fees charged by member physicians in surgical insurance programs 
as the basis for this assertion. 
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The Department of the Navy is opposed to the enactment of the bill. 

The report of the House of Representatives takes the position that 
the emergency of the situation and the fact that the illness of John 
Coleman occurred on Christmas Day required hurried action on the 
part of the claimant in securing medical aid. The House of Repre- 
sentatives apparently felt that the claimant was in no position to 
look for a better bargain. The committee agrees with the attitude of 
the House of Representatives and recommends that this bill be 
favorably considered. The point is that the claimant here is not 
seeking some profit or benefit. He asks only reimbursement for 
out-of-pocket expense. 

Attached to this report is the report of the Department of the Navy, 
submitted in connection with this legislation, as well as three letters 
addressed to the claimant from persons in the naval service with whom 
he (the claimant) had correspondence. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
OrFrice OF THE JupDGE ApvocATEe GENERAL, 
Washington, D ee May 3, 1951. 
Hon. EMANUEL CELLER 
( ! man, Comme«attee on the - i licia /, 
House of Representatives 

My Dear Mr. CHarRMAN: Reference is made to your letter of March 14, 1951, 
to the Secretary of the Navy, requesting the comments of the Navy Department 
nm H. R. 2072, for the relief of Jeremiah Coleman 

The purpose of this bill is to authorize the payment to Jeremiah Coleman of 
Brooklyn, N. Y., of the sum of $300, in full settlement of all claims against the 
United States for expenses incurred in connection with the emergency appendec- 
tomy gonna sa on his son John F. Coleman, 2271643, JO3, United States Navy, 
e evel F Decer mber 25, 1949 

he records of ia Navy Department reveal that a claim for reimbursement for 
medical expenses in connection with this operation was filed by Jeremiah Coleman. 
Included in this claim were two items for professional services by physicians, one 
in the amount of $400 for Dr. Caruso, and the other in the amount of $100 for 
Dr. Ribando. At the time the claim was presented the usual allowable fee for an 
appendectomy was $150 for the surgeon and $50 for the surgeon’s assistant For 
that reason, there was allowed and paid to Jeremiah Coleman the amount of $200 


mn th 


for reimbursement for surgeon’s fees, 

Other services for which reimbursement was allowed in this case consisted of 
$104.60 for hospitalization from December 25-30, 1949, at the Shore Road 
Hospital, Brooklyn, N. Y. On December 30, 1949, the patient was transferred 
to the naval hospital, St. Albans, N. Y., where he made an uneventful recovery. 

Since the adjudication of this claim, the claimant has not justified or attempted 
to justify the fee of $500 for the professional services 

For the foregoing reasons the Department of the Navy is opposed to the 
enactment ol H R. 2072 

The Department of the Navy has been advised by the Bureau of the Budget 
that there is no objection to the submission of this report to the Congress 

For the Secretary of the Navy, 

Sincerely yours 
G. L. Russet, 
Rear Admiral, United States Navy, Judge Advocate General of the Navy 


He ADQUARTERS OF THE COMMANDANT, 
Trarrp Nava District, 
New York 7, N. Y., January 6, 1950. 


Mr. JEREMIAH COLEMAN, 
1125 § Seventy-sixth Street, Brooklyn, N. - 
Dear Srr: Receipt is acknowledged of your letter of January 3, 1950, enclosing 
two physician’s receipted bills (Dr. Alfred R. Caruso in amount of $400, and Dr. 
Joseph Ribaudo in the amount of $100) for appendectomy performed on your 
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son, John F, Coleman, 2271643, JO3, USN, at Shore Road Hospital, Brooklyn, 
N. Y., on the evening of December 25, 1949. You requested that these receipted 
bills be forwarded to the appropriate department for reimbursement to you for 
these expenses. 

The Bureau of Medicine and Surgery, Navy Department, Washington, D. C., 
is provided annually with appropris ated funds for procurement, under certain 
restrictions, of emergency medical treatment from civilian practitioners and hos- 
pitals, provide d certain conditions are met in — case, among them being: 

(1) That the Navy man concerned is on active duty—authorized leave or 
liberty being considered duty; 

(2) That the condition was emergency in nature and would not admit of delay 
in bringing the patient under treatment at a naval or other Federal medical 
facility; 

(3) That a services of the Federal Government (Navy, Army, Pub lie 
Health, or Veterans’ Administration) were not available at the locality where 
civilian seeaiauael was procured; and 

(4) That prior authorization of naval authority was obtained for the civilian 
medical treatment, if such was practicable. 

[t would appear that condition 1, in your son’s case, is met without question ; 
that condition 2 is open to decision with reference to the question of civilian 
medical facilities being more immediately available than Federal (in this con- 
nection your son has stated that he started experiencing stomach ache at about 

p. m.; had cramps and vomiting at about 7:30 p. m., following which he was 
examined by Drs. Ribaudo and Caruso, and that about 9 p. m. he was escorted 
to the Shore Road Hospital where he was operated upon at about 10:30 p. m., 
all on December 25, 1949). Conditions 3 and 4, stated above, we re not met. 
It is felt, with certainty, that had naval authority been informed of vour son’s 
condition at the time his more severe symptoms of cramps and vomiting ier veloped, 
that he would have been taken by naval ambulance to the naval hospital at 

Albans and surgical treatment instituted as soon as he was operated upon a 


the Shore Road Hospital in Brookly1 
You stated in your letter that the operation was performed on the night of 
Sunday, December 25, and that this office was notified The first information 


this office had of your son’s operation was at 3:45 p. m., Monday, December 26, 
vhen a dispatch was received from Commander, Submarine Force, Atlantic Fleet, 
advising of that fact. This office then, at 3:55 p. m. communicated by telephone 
with the Shore Road Hospital and with Dr. Caruso regarding the possibility of 
moving your son to the naval hospital, and was informed by Dr. Caruso that 


removal should not be undertaken until Friday, December 30 It is assumed, 
therefore, that notice of your son’s operation was communicated instead to the 
commanding officer of his ship or to the Commander, Submarine Force, Atlantic 


Fleet 

Relative to your reimbursement, it is thought that the Navy Department may 
not, in any event, reimburse you to the full extent of the fees charged by Drs. 
Caruso and Ribaudo for their services, which, compared to the fees usually 
charged the Federal Government for similar services, are excessive. The fees 
usually charged the Navy Department by civilian practitioners compare favor- 
ably with those allowed member physicians by the surgical plan contracts « 
hospitalization and surgical insurance programs such as the Surgical Plan of the 
United Medical Service, affiliate of the Associated Hospital Service of New York, 
which allows a fee of $100 to physicians for performing an uncomplicated appen- 
dectomy upon insured members of the plan. The fee for the physician assisting 
would, of course, be less; perhaps 50 percent of the surgeon’s fee. It probably 
would have been better if you had requested the physicians concerned to have 
rendered their unpaid bills to the Navy Department for settlement. 

In order that you may present your claim to the Navy Department for reim- 
bursement, it is requested that you procure from the physicians concerned itemized 
bills in triplicate, which bills should bear on their faces a certificate, ‘Certified 
correct and just; payment received in full from Jeremiah Coleman,” and signed 
by the physicians themselves. With reference to the hospital account, itemized 
bill in triplicate should likewise be procured bearing the above certificate and 
signed by an official of the hospital over his or her official title if you pay the 
hospital bill, and if you do not pay the hospital bill the certificate on the face of 
that bill should be modified to read, ‘‘Certified correct and just; payment not 
received,”’ and signed by an official of the hospital over his or her title. These 
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bills, with such communication as you may desire to submit, should be submitted 
to this headquarters as early as possible. 
Assuring vou of our desire to assist vou in presenting vour claims to the Navy 
Depart vent, [ am, 
Very truly yours, 


C. L. AnNpDRUvs, 
Rear Admiral, ta ited States Navy, District Medical Office 


Unirep STavres Nava Hosprra., 
\ lbans, \ } Jar tary 24, 1950 


et, Brooklyn, N 
ILEMAN With relerence to tne two bills paid DV vou tor protes- 
1 the case of vour son, John Francis Coleman, journalist, third 
States Navy, No. 22716438, please be advised that these bills 
ed with a view to submission to the Navy Department for considera- 
reimbursement, if passed for payment To this end, the receipted bills 
aruso and Ribaudo are forwarded herewith for your signature 
sign All Copies Aas indicated and return enclosed addressed envelope 


ostage 


‘ HEURER, 
Personnel Office 
ion Commanding Officer 


DEPARTMENT OF THE Navy, 
su OF MEDICINE AND SURGERY, 
Washington, D. C.. March 28, 1950 


to vour Claim tf reimburse me 
reatment from Civilian sources in the 


third class, United States 


Bureau for similar services, 
iso and Ribaudo, respective 
age fees for an appendecton 
Your ¢claim for re HpDursemen 

of S200 on 


the near future. 


H. EK. Gress, 
Hy rd Special Services Branch 


ion of the Surgeon General 








